of Hawai'i Press Chun Lin. The Transformation of Chinese Socialism. Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 2006. xi, 384 pp. Paperback $23.95, ISBN 0-8223-3785-1. Cloth $84.95, ISBN 0-8223-3798-3. Chun Lin's The Transformation of Chinese Socialism is an apologia for Chinese socialism from the 1949 revolution to the post-Mao reform. It is based on the author's deep conviction of the superiority of socialism-particularly the brand of socialism in the developing world that is anti-imperialist and anti-colonialover global capitalism. The gist of the volume is not informative or analytical, but polemical and ideological. For those who want to gain deep knowledge of China's
reform or to access fresh perspective for analysis, the volume is bound to be a disappointment. However, for those who are interested in an alternative narrative of the PRC's history and the fate of Chinese socialism, or a leftist perspective on reform in China, Chun Lin offers a timely counterargument to the dominant account in the West. This being said, anyone who is thinking of delving into the book needs to understand what is in store. Otherwise he is bound to be shocked by the highly judgmental and polemical tone and lost in the author's omni-directional attack of opposing arguments throughout the volume.
The author makes her treasured values clear at the outset. She is deeply committed to socialism, which is abhorred by global capitalism. Furthermore, she is dedicated to a defense of the Chinese Communist regime for its wonderful performance in realizing socialist goals in China, in defiance of the restrictions imposed by the colonial, imperialist, and global capitalist system. The author also believes that socialism is a better route to modernity than capitalism. In this way, she is not against modernity or modernization per se, hence rejecting alternatives to modernity, but for a superior form of modernity, that of socialism, hence advocating alternative modernity to capitalist or colonial modernity that is prevalent in the world. In short, her value structure believes that the ultimate goal is modernity, the superior vehicle is socialism, and the excellent exemplar is the PRC regime.
What follows from the exposition of this value structure is a judgmental narrative of the history of the PRC. The author defends the Chinese socialist revolution of 1949 in all possible ways, including a rejection of the revisionist school that questions the meaning of the 1949 revolution in light of the current market reform in China. The author criticizes the conflation of modernity and capitalism and argues that in addition to European modernity ("history 1") and colonial modernity ("history 2"), there is a revolutionary and socialist modernity ("history 3"). She asserts that socialism stands for the modern norms of freedom and equality, democracy and development, and proves the only rational system capable of their realization (p. 24). In this way, socialism is simply a superior vehicle to modernity compared to capitalism. In China, Mao's genius resides in his realization that "the more backward the economy, the easier the transition to socialism." This legitimates the introduction of socialism in China with its precapitalist economic and social structure, against Marx's "stage theory." Mao took advantage of the "privilege of backwardness" through a revolutionary rupture. He led the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) against the KMT (Kuomintang) regime, the CCP's main competitor, which leaned toward colonial imperialism, bureaucratic compradors, and reactionary landowners, a regime too close to imperialist interests and thus unable to fight them. The CCP, on the other hand, represented the urban and rural poor, progressive intellectuals, and patriotic democrats in the business circles. The different class representations of the two parties suggest that only the CCP can stand up against Western imperialism as well as against China's reactionary landlords, a prerequisite for a successful land reform that solved the food problem for one-fifth of the world's population who reside in only 7 percent of the arable land on earth.
Socialism, anti-imperialism, and regime performance (e.g., land reform) justify the socialist revolution and the CCP regime. These achievements are then cited to counter the various revisionist schools that question the Chinese Communist rule, such as the CCP simply follows the dark tradition of Chinese authoritarianism, the communists wiped out significant liberal reforms and civic developments that predated the revolution, and the CCP shared with the KMT a consensual agenda of Chinese nationalism ("the collapse of the 1949 wall" theme).
For the author, the last challenge is the most serious one, as market reform throws into doubt the very need for the socialist revolution and suggests the convergence of the platforms of the CCP and the KMT. In a defensive mood, the author takes pains to point out that the Communist breakthrough in 1949 was genuine, and that because of the impediment of imperialism, capitalist development in China was impossible, citing a classical argument that the Chinese bourgeoisie was too weak to perform its historical role as its counterpart in the West did. This is the defense the author mounts for the 1949 revolution and the subsequent regime at the time of high market reform.
One immediately senses the tension between the author's espousal of socialism, on the one hand, and her general endorsement of the post-Mao "reform and openness" (gaige kaifang) that has unmistakably introduced capitalist elements and proved extraordinarily successful, on the other. The two images of the CCP, maker of a socialist revolution and capitalist reformer, cannot both be laudable. If socialism is the paramount goal and can justify the 1949 revolution and the political as well as economic upheavals thereafter, then the current market reform is flawed: colonial, capitalist, imperialist, anti-socialist, whatever. On the other hand, if the current reform is correct, then one has to question whether the socialist revolution of 1949 and the subsequent politico-economic turmoil-in fact the whole party-dictatorial rule of the CCP regime-is worthwhile. The author does her best to reconcile these two opposing images throughout the remaining pages of the volume. It is a difficult task, to say the least. The basic mechanism the author applies is to welcome the social market reform of the 1980s, criticize the excessive liberal measures taken in the 1990s, and applaud the new policies designed to bring about a "harmonious society" (hexie shehui) since 2003. This evaluative mechanism fails to reconcile the irreconcilables: a socialist revolution and a capitalist reform. The tension is still there.
The author provides a useful tripartite framework to analyze regime legitimacy.
It is said that nationalism, socialism, and developmentalism are the three sources of legitimation for the PRC. However, for the author there is a clear hierarchy in the triad, with socialism taking command. As she contends, "Socialism is the key link of The author is keenly interested in seeking a solution "that does not subordinate socialism to a developmental or nationalist mandate" (p. 83). Acutely aware of the decline of socialism in China, the author takes pains to contemplate methods to salvage Chinese socialism in the era of reform, and to reconcile the two images of the CCP regime. She finds a great divide between the 1980s and 1990s. The first reform decade introduced markets but reduced bureaucratically imposed inequalities, thus realizing the goal of socialism. The 1990s, however, succumbed to neo-liberal tendencies that led to resurging inequalities along class, ethnicity, regional, and gender lines. It seems that the author finds marketization acceptable, while privatization intolerable, both in their own terms and in terms of their implications for society on equality, justice, exploitation, and other socialist concerns.
Not only is the author loyal to socialist ideals, she is also epistemologically committed to the concept of "class" and class analysis of society. She laments the fading away of the language of class at a time when class is being formed and polarized, realizing that it was the socialist state that knows too well of the detrimental impact of class analysis in reform China that is behind the change of the prevalent epistemology (p. 130). One notices again the tension between the author's weltanschauung and that of China's developmental state. How can a socialist defend the CCP regime that has decisively taken a marketizing and privatizing reform route?
The author explores the democratic potential in Chinese socialism, but this is not "capitalist democracy, " but one that is geared to the "more fundamental problems of reorganizing the economy and society for people's livelihood and social justice" (p. 141). People's democracy in China is said to carry more moral significance than "formal democracies, " and constitutes an institutional alternative to classical as well as modern capitalist democracies (p. 136). When the author talks about Mao's era, her speech is full of praise for collective conformity, personal sacrifice, mass line, and the elimination of state-society demarcation. There are congratulations all over the pages on Mao's totalitarian state. When tyranny is unavoidably recognized, the author immediately finds justification in the extreme circumstances, hostile international environment, socialist ethics, and moral dilemma (pp. 160-161). "Totalitarian democracy" is found to fit more than other models the Chinese reality (p. 177). In this light, the Cultural Revolution is understood as a democratic revolt against privilege and bureaucracy. In short, the author thinks a people's democracy is the appropriate form for the Chinese people, and Mao's rule is an expression of it. The atrocities and insanities of the Cultural Revolution are glossed over in the name of Chinese socialism. The reason to invoke a people's democracy, thus understood in the era of reform, is to empower people again to check the excesses of the neo-liberal, anti-social policies of the 1990s, for socialism's sake. It is obvious that democracy for the author is defined in terms of socialism and pursued in the interest of socialism. To revitalize Chinese socialism is the fundamental reason for promoting democratization in China (pp. 251, 252) .
In this way, however, democracy loses its inherent value. The arguments presented here are not convincing for anyone who is not a true believer of socialism, Chinese style, or unwilling to place democracy beneath socialism. It shows the volume's apologetic and polemical nature, seemingly written with a tacit assumption that readers somehow share with the author her passion for socialism and her desperation to salvage it in the era of global capitalism.
The author compares the Chinese model with the capitalist developmental state and finds great similarities in their common emphasis on the autonomy of the state.
However, stark differences appear in the latter's lack of commitment to socialist ideals. She is worried that developmentalism is dictating the order of the day in China and the Chinese model may collapse if socialism is allowed to weaken continuously. but a depiction that is much closer to what China really is today than any wishful picture provided by the author, who maintains that socialism is still alive and can redress reform excesses in China. The author is very much in the neo-leftist trend wherein one can find thinkers, such as Cui Zhiyuan and Gan Yang, who are worried about neo-liberal tendencies of the 1990s and may find the current Hu-Wen line on harmonious society (hexie shehui) more acceptable. This trend is bound to develop in China with its breathtaking pace of development and social stratification. Had it not been for the post-totalitarian nature of the CCP regime that stifles opposition, a society-based leftist movement would have already appeared and made its impact on national politics by questioning the single-minded pursuit of high-speed development by the Communist Party.
In all, even though one finds that the volume contains huge amount of ideological defense of Chinese socialism and may not be in sync with the social reality in China today, the very appearance of such rhetoric is totally understandable. The social issues (class polarization, etc.) addressed are very much worth looking into by anyone concerned with China's future.
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